
A 1  I ~ O K N L Y C  A T  L A W  

1 . G .  H A R R I N G T O N  W A S H I N G T O N .  D . C .  

December I O ,  2002 a EC E E WED 
Marlene 14. Doitch, Esq. 
Secretary 
Fcdci-a1 C'onimunications Commission 
445 - 12th Street, SW,  Room 8B201 
Washington, UC 20554 

Re: Review of the Section 25 I Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange 
Carriers 
CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, 98-147 
Nntice of Oral Ex Parte Communication 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

Cairington Phil l ip and Dotiglass Garrett of Cox Comniunicatioiis, Inc. and the 
undersigned inet today with Christopher I,ibcrtclli olChairman Powell's office concerning 
issues relaling to the provisioning of subloop clcrncn~s in the above-refercnced proceeding. 'l'he 
sul~stancc of the meeting is summariied on the attached document. wliich was provided Io MI- 
r.ihcrlelli during the meeting. 

I n  accordancc with the reqiiiremeilts of Section I . I206 of the Co~nnlission's rtiles. thc 
original and t i v c  copics olthts letter ate being submitted to your off ice 011 1111s date. and il copy 
olthis letter is being sent to Mr. Libcrtclli. 

Please infonn me if any qucslions should arise i n  connection with this letter. 

Sincerely, 

I 
J.G. Harrington 

cc (w/o  attach.): Christopher D. Libertelli, Esq 



SUBLOOP ISSUES 

Cox COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
('C' DOCKbl No. 01-338 

Certain ILECs impose unreasonable conditions when transferring customers in 
MTEiMDU environments. 

I Somc ILECs reltise lo pel-mil Cox to perionin the physical changeover necessary l o  
install scrvicc. 

I Onc II.EC', for instance, rcquires special conslruclion Lo emate a new Lei-milia1 block, 
lhcn rcquircs that its own technicians perform any cliangeovers. This results in  delays 
o f  tip four months to enter a building, plus separate delays [or each installation and 
iniposcs unnecessary costs. 

i In well over 100,000 MTEIMDU installations, Cox has experienced only a handful of 
incidents, none of which have lhrcatcncd network integrity or customer safety. 

Nnt all II,ECs impose these requirements. 

r Whcii the I L K  docs not interrere, Cox peribmis the changeover, which involves 
iiio\)iiig wiring only on the cuslomer sidc of tlie ILEC lemiinal block (or NID) .  This 
is exaclly Lhc approach [he Commission adopted in Lhc Vigi t ik i  Arhiiru/ion Order. 

I Cox docs not impose similar requirements on ILECs switching customers back rrom 
Cox, even wlien Cox is tlie p.iinai~y carrier ser\,ing the building. 

Thc Commission should apply the P'irgbriu Arbirrutio/i Order approach to suhloop 
iin bu ndling generally. 

I C'LECs should be pcrniitted to perform changeovcrs wilhoul interference, subject to 
[he requircrnenl (hat they reporl any instances iii which they are using ILEC subloops 
so tticy can be charged properly. 

I Charges should retlect thc cost of thc subloop itself, and should not include any costs 
lor teclmician dispatch or labor unless those costs actually are incurred. 


